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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 12 June 2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. An analysis of the arguments is provided below. 

2. The examiner's stance on the mobile device is that it is Schiffer's computer system (Fig. 
1, #110) modified by Kobayashi to ensure mobility. (Schiffer does not disclose whether or not 
the system is mobile.) It is not the mobile phone (Fig. 1, #100), but rather a more generic mobile 
device, i.e. a laptop, PDA or second phone. In this way, a laptop may communicate with a 
mobile phone in order to gain performance enhancements. 

3. Applicant states that claim 1 is amended (P. 10, lines 8-12). However, the claims as 
listed are labeled as previously presented. The examiner considers the claim of currently 
amended to be an error. 

4. The applicant claims that Schiffer does not expressly disclose "determining. . . by the 
mobile device" whether the first access requirement is fulfilled. The applicant asserts, however, 
that "the verification of the access code is completed by the computer system and not the mobile 
phone (P. 10, lines 19-20)." As shown above, it is the computer system (as modified by 
Kobayashi), and not the mobile phone, that is the mobile device. Thus, Schiffer teaches the 
determination step, as shown by the applicants. 

5. Applicant states that the official notice regarding claim 1 does not correspond to what 
independent claim 1 recites (P. 11, lines 6-8 and 11-13). The official notice regarding movement 
of user name and password authentication refers solely to claim 2, where the concept of a 
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password system is introduced, and not to claim 1 . Further, the movement of functionality to the 
mobile device as described by the examiner, as shown above, fits claim 2 as currently drawn. 

6. For the reasons above, the rejection stands and is final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-9, 13-16, 19, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Schiffer (6,871,063) in view of Kobayashi (6,633,759) and Huh et al. (2003/0008680). 

9. For claim 1, Schiffer teaches (abstract) a computer-implemented method (col. 1, line 1 - 
col. 2, line 20) comprising: 

a. Coupling a device (Fig. 1 , #1 10; the computer system) having a first resource 
(Fig. 1, #1 10) to a first network environment (Fig. 1, #121; col. 3, lines 40-55; 
Bluetooth); 

b. Reading a first network identifier (col. 4, lines 10-25) associated with the first 
network environment (col. 4, lines 25-40; ID based on subscriber identity number on 
SIM) by the device (Fig. 2, 210); 

c. Determining whether the first network identifier satisfies a first access 
requirement (Fig. 2, #215) stored locally at the device by the device (col. 4, lines 40-55; 
and 
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d. Allowing access to the first resource if the first network identifier satisfies the 
first access requirement (col. 4, lines 55-60). 

10. Schiffer does not expressly disclose that the device accessed is mobile. Kobayashi 
teaches a method (abstract) of connecting a device to a first network (col. 1, line 1 - col. 3, line 
35) and authenticating for access to the device (col. 8, lines 30 - 55) over a Bluetooth cormection 
(col. 4, line 60), in which the device (Fig. 1, #1) is a laptop PC (col. 2, lines 43-44; portable 
information processing device). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the 
art would have added Kobayashi 's method to Schiffer in order to gain access to more resources 
(col. 8, lines 45-65) and to access computers when they are packed away (col. 10, lines 50-60). 

1 1 . Schiffer and Kobayashi do not expressly disclose reading a first network identifier 
associated with a port by the mobile device. Huh teaches a method and system (abstract) of 
providing access to a remote computer from a wireless device (Paras. 1-20), said access being 
limited through various means (Para. 67), wherein the network identifier includes port 
information to be read and utilized (Paras. 45 and 46). At the time the invention was made, one 
of ordinary skill in the art would have added Hub's port identifiers to Schiffer and Kobayashi in 
order to allow the assignment of fewer IP addresses while still performing connectivity fimctions 
(Para. 45). ' 

12. For claim 2, Schiffer teaches that the method fiirther comprises: 

a. Obtaining a user name and password associated with a particular user of the first 
network (col. 2, lines 15-20); 

b. Reading a second access requirement stored locally at the mobile device (col. 2, 
lines 25-35); and 
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c. Determining if the user name and password satisfies the second access 
requirement before allowing access to the first resource (Fig. 2, #215). 

13. Further regarding claim 2, Schiffer teaches that the user name and password 
authentication occurs within the requesting device rather than the resource device, but is 
nevertheless a vital step in the authentication process for accessing resources of the device. 
Examiner takes Official Notice (see MPEP § 2144.03) that "user name and password 
authentication on a computer system" in a computer networking environment was well known in 
the art at the time the invention was made. Examiner further notes that it has been determined by 
the courts that the rearrangement of parts is considered to be obvious, as shown in MPEP 
2144.04 and In re Kuhle, 526 F.2d 553, 188 USPQ 7 (CCPA 1975). At the time the invention 
was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have moved user name and password 
authentication from the cellular phone to the computer system because one of ordinary skill in 
the art would have recognized the larger memory and processing power of the computer system, 
and further to ensure that the computer system cannot be accessed by a thief who simply steals a 
cellular phone (col. 1, lines 35-45). 

14. The Applicant is entitled to traverse any/all official notice taken in this action according 
to MPEP § 2144.03. However, MPEP § 2144.03 further states "See also In re Boon, 439 F.2d 
724, 169 USPQ 231 (CCPA 1971) (a challenge to the taking of judicial notice must contain 
adequate information or argument to create on its face a reasonable doubt regarding the 
circimistances justifying the judicial notice)." Specifically, In re Boon, 169 USPQ 231, 234 
states "as we held in Ahlert, an applicant must be given the opportunity to challenge either the 
correctness of the fact asserted or the notoriety or repute of the reference cited in support of the 
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assertion. We did not mean to imply by this statement that a bald challenge, with nothing more, 
would be all that was needed". Further note that 37 CFR § 1.671(c)(3) states "Judicial notice 
means official notice". Thus, a traversal by the Applicant that is merely "a bald challenge, with 
nothing more" will be given very httle weight. 

15. Claims 3 and 4 add that a first resource may be accessed without a user name and 
password, but require the user name and password for a second resource. Schiffer teaches that, 
without the user name and password, access to the device remains limited (col. 4, lines 55-60). 
The examiner interprets limited to mean that some access to the computer system, but not all, 
occurs without the user name and password. 

16. For claims 5 and 13, Schiffer teaches a computer-implemented method (abstract) of 
establishing and using sharing criteria to control access to a resource comprising: 

a. Reading a first network identifier (Fig. 2, #210); 

b. Receiving an indication that a first resource on a device is to be associated with 
the first network identifier (col. 4, lines 48-52); and 

c. Storing the first network identifier in a first association with a resource identifier 
that identifies the first resource so that access to the resource is contingent upon receipt of 
the first network identifier (coL 4, lines 45-48). 

17. Schiffer does not expressly disclose that the device accessed is mobile. Kobayashi 
teaches a method (abstract) of connecting a device to a first network (col. 1, line 1 - col. 3, line 
35) and authenticating for access to the device (col. 8, lines 30 - 55) over a Bluetooth connection 
(col. 4, line 60), in which the device (Fig. 1, #1) is a laptop PC (col. 2, lines 43-44; portable 
information processing device). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the 
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art would have added Kobayashi's method to Schiffer in order to gain access to more resources 
(col. 8, lines 45-65) and to access computers when they are packed away (col. 10, lines 50-60). 

18. Schiffer and Kobayashi do not expressly disclose reading a first network identifier 
associated with a port by the mobile device. Huh teaches a method and system (abstract) of 
providing access to a remote computer fi'om a wireless device (Paras. 1-20), said access being 
limited through various means (Para. 67), wherein the network identifier includes port 
information to be read and utilized (Paras. 45 and 46). At the time the invention was made, one 
of ordinary skill in the art would have added Hub's port identifiers to Schiffer and Kobayashi in 
order to allow the assignment of fewer IP addresses while still performing connectivity fimctions 
(Para. 45). 

19. For claims 6 and 14, Schiffer teaches that the storing of the first network identifier in 
association with the resource identifier is accomplished by copying a portion of an association 
between the first network identifier and a second resource (col. 4, lines 50-52; stored value may 
include. . . some portion thereof). 

20. For claims 7 and 15, Schiffer teaches that the method fiirther comprises: 

a. Receiving a third network identifier associated with an entity attempting to access 
the resource (col. 4, lines 10-35); ' 

b. Comparing the received third network identifier with the stored first network 
identifier (col. 4, lines 35-55); and 

c. Allowing access to the first resource if the received third network identifier 
matches the stored network identifier (col. 4, lines 55-60). 

2 1 . For claim 8, Schiffer teaches that the method fiirther comprises: 
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a. Receiving a network identifier associated with an entity attempting to access the 
resource (col. 4, lines 10-35); 

b. Comparing the received network identifier with the stored network identifier (col. 
4, lines 35-55); and 

c. Denying access to the first resource if the received network identifier does not 
match the stored network identifier (col. 4, lines 55-60). 

22. For claims 9 and 16, Schiffer teaches that the method fiarther comprises: 

a. Receiving a user name and password associated with a particular user (col. 3, 
lines 25-30); 

b. Receiving an indication that the first resource is to be associated also with the user 
name and password (col. 2, lines 15-20); and 

c. Storing the user name and password in a second association with the resource 
identifier (col. 3, lines 29-31) so that the access to the first resource is contingent also 
upon receipt of the user name and password (col. 3, lines 30-37). 

23. Schiffer teaches that the user name and password authentication occurs within the 
requesting device rather than the resource device, but is nevertheless a vital step in the 
authentication process for accessing resources of the device. Examiner takes Official Notice (see 
MPEP § 2144.03) that "user name and password authentication on a computer system" in a 
computer networking environment was well known in the art at the time the invention was made. 
Examiner fiirther notes that it has been determined by the courts that the rearrangement of parts 
is considered to be obvious, as shown in MPEP 2144.04 and In re Kuhle, 526 F.2d 553, 188 
USPQ 7 (CCPA 1975). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art 
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would have moved user name and password authentication from the cellular phone to the 
computer system because one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized the larger 
memory and processing power of the computer system, and further to ensure that the computer 
system cannot be accessed by a thief who simply steals a cellular phone (col. 1, lines 35-45). 

24. The Applicant is entitled to traverse any/all official notice taken in this action according 
to MPEP § 2144.03. However, MPEP § 2144.03 further states "See also In re Boon, 439 F.2d 
724, 169 USPQ 231 (CCPA 1971) (a challenge to the taking of judicial notice must contain 
adequate information or argument to create on its face a reasonable doubt regarding the 
circumstances justifying the judicial notice)." Specifically, In re Boon, 169 USPQ 231, 234 
states "as we held in Ahlert, an applicant must be given the opportunity to challenge either the 
correctness of the fact asserted or the notoriety or repute of the reference cited in support of the 
assertion. We did not mean to imply by this statement that a bald challenge, with nothing more, 
would be all that was needed". Further note that 37 CFR § 1 .671(c)(3) states "Judicial notice 
means official notice". Thus, a traversal by the Applicant that is merely "a bald challenge, with 
nothing more" will be given very little weight. 

25. For claim 19, Kobayashi teaches that the mobile device comprising one of the following: 
a notebook computer, a mobile telephone, and a personal digital assistant (Fig. 9, #1). 

26. For claim 20, Schiffer teaches that the resource comprises one of the following: a folder, 
a directory, a file, an application, a printer, a disk drive, a ROM drive, memory, and a scanner 
(Fig. 1, #113). 
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27. Claims 10-12, 17, 18 are rejected imder 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schiffer and Kobayashi as applied to claims 5,13 above, and further in view of Cook 
(6,697,806). 

28. For claims 10 and 17, Schiffer and Kobayashi do not expressly disclose removing the 
first association between the first network identifier and the resource identifier so that access to 
the first resource is allowed without receipt of the first network identifier. Cook teaches a 
method (abstract) of developing authorization and access methods for communications systems 
(col. 1, line 1 - col. 6, line 15) in which the limitation is taught (col. 23, line 20 - col. 24, line 5). 
At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have added Cook to 
Schiffer in order to develop a broader login system (col. 4, lines 20-40). 

29. For claims 1 1 and 18, Schiffer and Kobayashi do not expressly disclose suspending 
temporarily the first association between the first network identifier and the resource identifier so 
that access to the first resource is allowed without receipt of the first network identifier. Cook 
teaches this limitation (col. 35, lines 50-60; predictive caches allow users access to resources 
without logging in). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have added Cook to Schiffer in order to develop a broader login system (col. 4, lines 20-40). 

30. For claim 12, Schiffer and Kobayashi do not expressly disclose use of a second network 
identifier. Cook teaches that the method further comprises: 

a. Displaying a second network identifier (Fig. 5, #554); 

b. Receiving an indication that the first resource is to be associated with the second 
network identifier (col. 4, lines 20-40); and 



Application/Control Number: 09/9 1 7,320 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2145 

c. Storing the second network identifier in a second association with the resource 
identifier so that access to the first resource is contingent upon receipt of either the first 
network identifier or the second network identifier (col. 4, lines 20-40). 

31. At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have added 
Cook to Schiffer in order to develop a broader login system (col. 4, lines 20-40). 

Conclusion 

32. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi"om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated fi-om the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Melvin H. Pollack whose telephone number is (571) 272-3887. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfial, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on (571) 272-3933. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

MHP 

09 August 2006 




^ jascJn cardone 
supervisory patent examiner 



